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DELIVERED  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 

JUNE  14,  1864. 


The  House  having  under  consideration  the  Joint  Resolution  to  amend  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States — ■ 

Mr.  HIGBY  said  : 

Mr.  Speaker  :  Before  speaking  to  the  resolution  embracing  the  propo- 
sition to  amend,  I  refer  to  the  fifth  article  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  makes  ample  provision  and  explains  the  way  by  which  an 
amendment  may  be  made.     The  article  reads  as  follows  : 

Article  V. — The  Congress,  whenever  two  thirds  of  both  houses  shall  deem  it  necessary,  shall  propose  amend- 
ments to  this  Constitution,  or,  on  the  application  of  the  Legislatures  of  two  thirds  of  the  several  States  shall  call 
a  convention  for  proposing  amendments,  which,  in  either  case  shall  be  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  as  part 
of  this  Constitution,  when  ratified  by  the  Legislatures  of  three  fourths  of  the  several  States,  or  by  conventions 
in  three  fourths  thereof,  as  the  one  or  the  other  mode  of  ratification  may  be  proposed  by  the  Congress; 
provided,  that  no  amendment  which  maybe  made  prior  to  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight 
shall  in  any  manner  affect  the  first  and  fourth  clauses  in  the  ninth  section  of  the  first  article;  and  that  no  State, 
without  its  consent,  shall  be  deprived  of  its  equal  suffrage  in  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  follows  in  accordance  and  in  consonance  with  the  method 
proposed  by  that  article  of  the  Constitution,  and  it  proposes  an  article 
which,  should  it  become  a  portion  of  the  Constitution,  will  forever  prohibit 
the  institution  of  slavery  within  the  limits  of  our  country.  The  resolution 
and  amendment  proposed  read  as  follows  : 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 
(two  thirds  of  both  Houses  concurring.)  That  the  following  article  be  proposed  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  several 
States  as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which,  when  ratified  by  three  fourths  of  said 
Legislatures,  shall  be  valid,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  as  a  part  of  the  said  Constitution,  namely: 

Article  XIII. 

Sec.  1.  Neither  slavery  nor  involuntary  servitude ,  except  as  a  punishment  for  crime,  whereof  the  party  shall 
have  been  duly  convicted,  shall  exist  within  the  United  State3,  or  any  place  subject  to  their  jurisdiction. 

Sec.  2.  Congress  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by  appropriate  legislation. 

Sir,  the  whole  debate  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  upon  this  proposi- 
tion has  been  upon  the  presumption  that  whatever  action  is  taken  by  us  as 
a  legislative  body  is  conclusive  ;  that  if  this  resolution  passes  this  House — it 
having  already  passed  the  Senate — it  becomes  a  finality,  and  whatever  is 
embraced  in  it  becomes  a  portion  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
Let  no  such  fallacy  sink  deep  into  the  heart  of  any  man.     The  Constitu- 


exception,  and  the  poor  whites  under  its  shadow  were  insignificant  in  com- 
parison with  master  or  even  bondsman.  Slave  labor  became  profitable ;  it 
constituted  the  great  labor  force,  and,  what  was  still  sweeter  than  all,  it 
gave  such  a  political  ascendency  that  it  enabled  a  few  States  and  a  compar- 
ative^ few  white  people  to  control  the  Government.  I  declare,  sir,  for 
myself,  and  no  man  is  responsible  for  what  I  say  but  myself,  that  no  Gov- 
ernment is  republican  in  form,  body,  or  spirit  that  tolerates  such  an  insti- 
tution as  slavery.  I  lay  it  down  as  a  self-evident  truth  to  my  mind,  and  if 
every  other  man  would  take  the  same  ground  there  could  be  no  such  insti- 
tution in  existence  under  the  Constitution  as  we  now  have  it.  But  as  I  am 
probably  alone  here  in  that  view  and  as  that  construction  would  not  be 
given  by  other  men,  I  prefer  that  the  Constitution  be  changed  in  the  respect 
that  is  contemplated  by  this  resolution.  For,  sir,  I  would  not  be  willing 
to  trust  all  men,  with  the  construing  of  the  Constitution  in  its  many  pro- 
visions, for  fear  self-interest  and  love  of  personal  aggrandizement  would 
influence  in  construction  instead  of  a  love  of  equal  justice.  It  has  been 
claimed  in  latter  years  that  slavery  is  an  institution  sanctioned  by  divine 
law  and  by  the  word  of  God.  Ah,  sir,  those  who  made  that  claim  did  not 
read  the  Scriptures  very  faithfully,  for  they  would  have  found  it  said  even 
in  the  Old  Testament  that  when  a  servant  escapes  from  his  master  he  shall 
not  be  returned  to  him  again  ;  he  shall  let  him  go  free  : 

"  Thou  shalt  not  deliver  unto  his  master  the  servant  which  is  escaped  from  his  master  unto  thee: 
"  He  shall  dwell  with  thee,  even  among  you,  in  that  place  which  he  shall  choose  in  one  of  thy  gates,  where 
it  liketh  him  best :  thou  shall  not  oppress  him." 

And  over  and  above  all,  they  forgot  the  new  covenant,  whose  Founder 
told  the  world  that  He  came  to  u  fulfill  the  law." 

But,  sir,  it  will  do  for  old  fogy  exploded  divines  to  dwell  upon  that  sub- 
ject and  show  the  validity  and  divine  origin  of  slavery — for  such  men  as 
the  one  who  was  voted  for  for  Chaplain  of  this  House  (Bishop  Hopkins)  at 
the  commencement  of  this  session.  The  evils  of  the  institution  and  the  ef- 
fects resulting  from  those  evils  are  too  numerous  to  mention  in  a  brief  hour 
speech.  I  have  declared  that  the  institution  is  an ti -republican,  and  that 
no  Government  which  tolerated  it  could  be,  in  form,  body,  or  spirit,  a  re- 
publican Government.  Why,  sir,  men  have  stood  upon  this  floor,  prior  to 
the  rebellion,  who  represented  States  that  had  more  slaves  than  free  white 
inhabitants,  and  I  instance  South  Carolina  as  one  of  those  States.  Those 
slaves  have  no  political  or  civil  rights,  and  yet  every  five  of  them  are  equal 
to  three  white  persons,  giving  a  representation  on  this  floor  to  four  hundred 
thousand  slaves,  not  one  of  whom  has  in  the  State  or  nation  a  voice  or  a 
vote,  and  who  can  enjoy  no  civil  or  political  rights  any  more  than  the  horse 
and  ox  which  his  master  owns.  Two  hundred  thousand  white  inhabitants  and 
five  hundred  thousand  slaves — equal  to  three  hundred  thousand  whites — 
would  give  five  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  to  be  represented  in  the  State ; 
and,  under  the  rule  giving  one  member  of  Congress  to  every  one  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants,  that  would  give  to  a  State  having  only  two  hundred 
thousand  white  inhabitants  five  Representatives  on  this  floor.  That  is  not 
republicanism,  sir.  That  is  anti-republicanism.  It  is  the  very  worst  kind 
of  a  Government  imaginable.  It  is  despotism  to  the  extent  of  the  slave 
representation — a  cruel,  brutal  despotism. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  the  South  have  been  extremely  cunning  in  the 


argument  of  this  question  whenever  it  has  been  raised.  Whenever  the  spirit 
of  free  discussion  has  arisen,  and  the  question  of  slavery  has  been  debated, 
they  who  were  in  favor  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  were  told  that  they  were 
in  favor  of  giving  to  the  slaves  the  civil  rights  that  white  people  had,  the 
political  rights,  and^not  only  that  but  the  social  rights.  The  latter  point 
was  pressed  with  more  vehemence  than  all  the  others.  And  while  they  have 
pressed  that  as  an  argument  why  slavery  should  not  be  annihilated,  the  se- 
cret with  the  South  in  holding  fast  to  slavery  has  been  the  political  power 
which  it  has  given  them  in  this  Government.  There  is  the  charm ;  there 
is  the  fascination.  It  is  power,  political  power.  That  is  what  they  have 
held  to. 

The  member  from  New  York  who  last  addressed  the  House  [Mr.  Fer- 
nando Wood]  saM  a  most  beautiful  thing,  but,  sir,  he  put  it  to  extremely 
wrong  use:  "The  best  Government  is  that  which  governs  least."  I  agree 
with  him  in  the  truism.  The  Government  that  does  away  with  slavery  as 
an  institution  does  away  with  the  most  infamous  system  of  government  that 
was  ever  instituted  on  God's  earth.  It  does  away  with  a  system  which 
makes  the  man  who  domineers  a  cruel  taskmaster.  It  does  away  with  a 
system  which  perverts  the  judgment  of  him  as  master  and  panders  to  the 
basest  propensities  of  the  human  heart.  It  is  a  perpetual,  never-dying  des- 
potism. And  I  will  join  with  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Fer- 
nando Wood,]  and  all  others  who  will,  in  perpetuating  all  over  the 
country  that  truism  which  he  has  uttered.  I  would  have  the  voice  of  free- 
dom and  free  discussion  and  the  song  of  freedom  go  South,  and  the  other 
song  of  the  lash  and  the  clanking  of  chains  should  recede  as  these  two  ad- 
vance. Such  would  be  the  consequence  of  carrying  out  the  truism  which 
the  gentleman  has  published  here  to-day. 

Sir,  I  was  speaking  of  slaves.  They  are  property.  They  are  held  as 
such ;  that  is,  when  we  acknowledge  the  institution  as  a  legal  and  rightful 
one  between  man  and  man.  But  I  deny  that,  in  right  and  justice,  such  an 
institution  can  exist.  But,  sir,  the  argument  is  that  in  States  the  institu- 
tion exists.  If  it  be  so,  human  beings  are  property  ;  and  the  five  hundred 
thousand  slaves  are  nothing  but  property  in  the  estimate  as  between  man 
and  man.  And  yet,  sir,  w7hen  the  Representative  leaves  his  State  and 
comes  into  this  Hall,  the  five  hundred  thousand  slaves  in  his  State  count 
as  three  hundred  thousand  inhabitants,  and  the  State  sends  here  three 
members,  on  property  owned  in  human  beings  over  whom  they  exercise  ab- 
solute control  as  property,  whom  they  can  buy  and  sell.  But  here  they 
stand  and  talk  about  the  rights  of  freemen,  the  rights  of  free  speech,  the 
sovereignty  of  States,  and  the  rights  of  their  constituents.  It  is  an  insti- 
tution, sir,  which  has  its  pens  where  humanity  is  herded  like  cattle,  and  has 
its  block  in  market  where  human  beings  are  bought  and  sold.  And  that  is 
claimed  to  be  republicanism.  It  is  a  republicanism,  sir,  which  is  born  of 
hell,  not  of  earth,  or  of  above  the  earth.  It  is  an  institution  which  is  now 
at  war  with  this  Government,  and  which  will  destroy  it  if  it  can.  And  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  propose  to  do  away  with  it  in  the  way  pointed 
out  by  the  Constitution,  or  so  to  amend  the  Constitution  that  it  cannot 
exist  when  peace  is  restored ;  and  they  cavil  at  it  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  That  shows,  Mr.  Speaker,  how  hollow  their  arguments  are,  and 
how  insincere  their  purposes  and  pretenses. 
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Now,  sir,  as  to  the  political  power  exercised  by  this  institution.  Slavery 
wished  that  there  should  be  a  line  of  latitude  between  freedom  and  slavery  ; 
and  it  gave  us  the  Missouri  compromise  in  X820.  It  was  legitimate,  below 
a  certain  line,  to  hold  slaves;  above  it  was  unlawful.  Great  principles  of 
human  right  were  to  be  bounded  by  lines  of  latitude  a*nd  longitude.  I  can- 
not enumerate  all  the  opportunities  it  has  sought  to  exercise  power,  and  all 
the  wrong  it  has  done. 

But  what  has  been  done  by  the  Government,  under  the  dictation  of  the 
slave  power,  at  certain  well-known  periods?  In  1850  the  State  which  I 
have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  upon  this  floor  could  not  be  admitted 
into  this  Union  except  under  an  infamous  compromise.  The  fugitive  slave 
law  had  to  be  tacked  on  and  made  a  part  of  the  bundle.  I  tell  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  the  Congress  then  in  session,  and  the 
Executive  who  occupied  the  presidential  chair  at  that  day,  did  more  mis- 
chief, more  toward  bringing  about  the  condition  of  things  we  have  suffered 
and  endured,  and  which  we  are  now  suffering  in  agony,  than  an}>-  one  public 
act  ever  done  in  this  country.  It  was  the  low,  crouching,  and  mean  sub- 
serviency of  great  political  parties  to  the  encroachments,  arrogance,  and 
aggressions  of  the  slave  power. 

In  1854  the  votaries  of  the  slave  power  with  few  exceptions  'demanded 
that  the  Missouri  compromise  line  should  be  obliterated,  and  that  demand 
was  yielded  to.  Some  of  the  older  and  far-seeing  ones  were  fearful  when 
that  line  was  removed  that  free  institutions  and  free  labor  in  the  struggle 
for  supremacy  would  get  the  advantage  of  the  slave  power.  And  their 
fears  were  not  without  foundation. 

The  struggle  in  Kansas  during  the  last  Administration  is  an  illustration 
of  the  fallacy  of  human  judgment  and  human  intention,  for  those  men  who 
desired  the  admission  of  Kansas  as  a  slave  State  had  the  whole  power  of 
the  Government  to  aid  them.  They  had  not  only  the  civil  but  the  military 
power  to  aid  in  subduing  the  people  and  bringing  them  to  terms.  It  was 
all  of  no  avail.  When  the  Lecompton  constitution  came  before  Congress 
slavery  sugared  it  all  over  in  order  to  make  it  a  sweet  morsel  and  palatable 
to  the  throats  of  that  people.  They  told  them  in  the  English  bill,  so  in- 
famous, that  if  they  would  accept  that  constitution  they  might  come  in  as 
a  State  with  what  population  they  then  had.  Not  only  that,  but  that  they 
should  have  all  the  salt  springs  and  five  per  cent,  of  the  receipts  of  the 
sale  of  the  public  lands  in  their  State.  This  was  the  bribe  which  they 
were  offered  to  induce  them  to  accept  that  constitution  ;  and  if  Kansas 
should  refuse  the  offer  admission  should  be  postponed  until  she  had  the 
population  the  census  required.  In  1858,  after  that  turmoil  in  which-  the 
Lecompton  constitution  was  attempted  to  be  forced  upon  them,  the  people 
took  a  vote  on  it  and  refused  to  accept  the  humiliating  imposition  by  an 
overwhelming  majority.  They  became  a  free  people  and  a  free  State.  In 
that  movement  slavery  was  defeated. 

It  has  controlled  political  parties.  Its  power  has  been  so  great  that  all 
political  parties  have  been  compelled  to  bend  the  knee  to  it.  In  1850,  in 
the  passage  of  the  fugitive  slave  law,  the  two  great  parties  of  the  country, 
the  Democratic  and  Whig,  were  represented  in  the  infamous  transaction. 
They  joined  their  hands  in  infamous  fellowship,  a  Democratic  Congress 
passing  it  and  a  Whig  Executive  approving  it.     And  in  I860  there  was  no 


political  party  that  did  not  tolerate  and  acknowledge  the  status  of  this  in- 
stitution of  slavery.  There  was  not  a  national  party  that  had  a  candidate 
for  the  Presidency  but  acknowledged  the  right  to  hold  slaves  as  property 
in  a  State.  It  could  have  no  footing  unless  it  did  so.  The  present  Execu- 
tive took  his  seat  in  the  presidential  chair  with  the  recognition  of  the  right 
of  every  State  to  have  the  institution  of  slavery  inviolate  by  Federal 
action.  And  yet,  sir,  slavery  arrogantly  insisted  that  the  Government  was 
aggressive  in  its  policy.  In  1856  it  demanded  non-intervention,  and  in  the 
Cincinnati  convention  non-intervention  was  made  a  part  of  its  platform. 
In'  1860,  at  Charleston,  it  demanded  intervention,  and  because  there  was 
not  a  yielding  and  knocking  under  to  that  demand  it  divided  the  Demo- 
cratic party,  and  ran  its  candidate  upon* that  proposition.  And  then,  not- 
withstanding the  pledge  of  every  party  that  the  institution  of  slavery  was 
a  recognized  institution  of  the  different  States  whose  State  constitutions  al- 
lowed its  existence,  and  which  every  State  government  could  have  within 
its  limits,  it  made  war  upon  this  Government  for  the  reason  that  it  would 
not  acknowledge  the  grasping  policy  which  it  demanded. 

And  gentlemen  argue  here  that  we  are  waging  war  upon  the  South.  It 
is  a  falsehood  in  fact,  yet  not  intended  as  such,  because  some  as  good  men 
as  are  here,  men  whom  I  know  to  be  as  correct  as  can  be  upon  this  subject, 
still  talk  on  this  subject  as  though  the  Government  was  waging  war  upon 
the  South. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  commend  to  the  attention  of  every  member  of  this  House 
for  his  perusal  and  study  a  report  that  was  made  in  the  Thirty-sixth  Con- 
gress in  the  session  of  1860— '61.  It  is  the  report  of  a  select  committee  of 
five,  appointed  on  the  9th  of  January,  and  to  whom  was  referred  the  special 
messages  of  the  President  and  sundry  other  papers.  On  the  28th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1861,  that  committee  submitted  a  report,  and  I  will  read  from  it  an 
extract  to  be  found  upon  page  3  : 

"  Self  preservation  is  the  first  law  of  a  nation.  The  power  to  defend  its  implements  of  self-preservation  is  on© 
of  tbe  clearest  of  all  its  powers.  We  cannot  conceive  of  a  nation  without  the  power  to  build  and  defend  forts 
and  all  implements  of  war  within  its  own  jurisdiction.  And  yet  secession  claims  to  have  seized,  within  sixty 
days,  fourteen  forts,  costing  $5,580,858,  and  mounting  eleven  hundred  and  twenty-four  guns.  These  forts  are 
not  only  heid  against  the  United  States,  but  two  others  are  closely  besieged,  and  assault  is  every  day  threat- 
ened. The  arsenals,  the  arms,  the  revenue-cutters,  the  custom-houses,  the  post  offices,  the  mints,  the  money, 
and  even  the  hospitals  of  the  United  States,  are  seized  and  held  with  impunity.  The  operations  of  commerce  are 
impeded.  Seven  States  claim  to  have  released  themselves  from  all  constitutional  obligations;  to  have  disrupted 
the  Government,  and  formed  a  new  and  independent  confederacy  in  the  bounds  of  the  United  States,  all  in  the 
name  of  secessiou;  and  yet  we  are  told  secession  is  not  only  a  peaceful  but  a  constitutional  remedy;  as  if  the 
Constitution  had  provided  for  its  own  destruction  by  an  inconsiderable  fraction  of  the  power  that  made  it." 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  may  be  possible  that  some  gentlemen  upon  this 
floor  may  question  the  veracity  of  that  portion  of  the  report ;  but  those  gen- 
tlemen will  not  question  the  veracity  of  what  I  am  about  to  read,  for  it 
comes  from  one  whom  many  of  them  loved  at  that  time,  and  I  do  not  know 
but  their  love  still  continues  : 

"  Even  now  the  danger  is  upon  us.  In  several  of  the  States  which  have  not  yet  seceded  the  forts,  arsenals, 
and  magazines  of  the  United  States  have  been  seized.  This  is  by  far  the  most  serious  step  which  has  been  taken 
since  the  commencement  of  the  troubles.  This  public  property  has  long  been  left  without  garrisons  and  troops 
for  its  protection,  because  no  person  doubted  its  security  under  the  flag  of  the  country  in  any  State  of  the  Union. 
Besides,  our  small  army  has  scarcely  been  sufficient  to  guard  our  remote  frontiers  against  Indian  incursions. 
The  seizure  of  this  property,  from  all  appearances,  has  been  purely  aggressive,  and  not  in  resistance  to  any  at- 
tempt to  coerce  a  State  or  States  to  remain  in  the  Union." 

This  is  an  extract  from  a  special  message  sent  to  Congress  by  James  Bu- 
chanan, and  has  his  signature  as  President. 

And  this  was  signed  on  the  8th  day  of  January,  1862,  almost  two  months 
before  his  presidential  term  expired.     War  !     Talk  about  waging  war* 
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These  villains  were  laying  destruction  across  the  pathway  of  the  Govern- 
ment, seizing  its  property  here  and  there,  going  in  military  array  and  doing 
it,  threatening  men  if  they  did  not  yield,  and  yet  we  are  told  that  this  Gov- 
ernment has  been  waging  war  against  the  South  !  That  is  as  big  a  lie  as 
the  institution  of  slavery  is  itself.  I  call  slavery  the  great  lie  of  the  age, 
got  up  by  a  body  of  men,  while  this  is  a  simple  lie  by  individuals,  and 
history  will  put  the  stamp  upon  it. 

But  we  are  told  further  than  that — and  here  is  where  men  attempt  to 
escape — that  Abraham  Lincoln  gave  strength  to  the  rebellion  by  his  procla- 
mation. On  the  1st  day  of  January,  1863,  President  Lincoln  issued  his 
proclamation  after  giving  a  hundred  days'  notice,  ample  time  for  the  rebel 
States  to  lay  down  their  arms  and  come  back  into  the  Union  and  be  as  they 
were  before  they  took  up  arms — a  grace  which  none  but  the  God  of  heaven 
would  have  given,  and  I  doubt  whether  He  would  have  given  it. 

Why,  sir,  the  Opposition  seek  an  excuse  under  that  proclamation  to 
withdraw  their  aid  to  the  Government  in  this  hour  of  its  peril.  Let  me 
remind  such  of  a  little  piece  of  history  taken  from  the  words  of  the  vice 
president  of  the  confederate  States,  and  which  has  become  a  part  of  the 
history  of  that  government.  He  says  that  the  new  government  formed  by 
them  is  based  upon  the  institution  of  slavery  as  its  foundation.  Do  gentle- 
men object  to  getting  at  the  foundation  and  knocking  it  to  pieces  1  Do 
they  desire  to  haggle  at  the  branches,  and  attack  the  trunk  before  they 
reach  the  foundation  ?  Is  that  the  way  to  destroy  a  system  which  has 
slavery  as  its  foundation  1  There  is  a  preferable  mode.  Strike  at  the 
foundation  first,  knock  it  out,  and  the  superstructure  will  fall,  and  the 
whole  mass  will  come  crushing  down.  It  is  the  best  blow  possible  to  be 
struck. 

Mr.  Speaker,  gentlemen  who  would  avoid  supporting  the  Government 
cry,  "Oh,  the  proclamation!"  The  proclamation  struck  at  the  founda- 
tion. It  struck  at  the  root  of  the  terrible  aggression  against  this  Govern- 
ment. It  struck  at  the  very  vitality  of  it,  and  every  man  of  sense  and 
judgment  knows  it,  and  they  only  deny  it  for  an  excuse  for  not  rendering 
aid  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  never  was  a  time  when  the  proposition  contained  in 
this  resolution  and  in  this  proposed  amendment  of  the  Constitution  needed 
more  the  action  of  this  body  than  now,  at  this  time,  during  this  session  ; 
and,  sir,  the  States,  by  the  Legislatures,  should  act  upon  it  at  their  earliest 
session  after  it  shall  have  passed  this  Congress.  The  Constitution  should 
be  adapted  to  the  condition  of  the  country  where  the  noble  men  of  the 
loyal  States  are  giving  up  their  lives  and  where  they  have  given  them  up 
by  thousands.  Their  bones  are  bleaching  upon  hundreds  of  battle-fields. 
They  are  drenching  with  their  blood  the  soil  over  which  they  are  moving 
with  victory  perching  on  their  banners  and  killing  out  the  roots  of  slavery 
so  that  it  cannot  exist ;  and  we,  as  the  legislative  part  of  this  Government, 
should  be  adapting  the  Constitution  and  all  the  laws  as  speedily  as  we  can 
to  the  new  condition  of  the  country  where  our  armies  do  march  in  triumph, 
so  that  we  may  never  see  nor  feel  again  this  power  that  has  come  so  near 
being  the  end  of  this  nation. 
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